




7809 Shreve Road 
Falls Church, Virginia 22043 
May 12,2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2 ‘ ~  Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I read with great unease your response to Congressional inquiries concerning the 
upcoming biennial review of media ownership regulations. I find your reasoning for why you 
are proceeding “without an additional, a unprecedented, notice and comment period” 
unconvincing. I am a concerned citizen who learned about the biennial review and its subject 
matter through the happenstance watching of a television interview betweeii Bill Moyers and 
Commissioner Michael Copps. 

I am appalled that you and the Federal Comrnunica:ions Commission, who by your own 
admission have had plenty of time to complete this process, have not brought this serious issue to 
the attention of the American people. This situation is exacerbated since the companies involved 
are the very organizations that you regulate and have the most to benefit by the changes. This 
biennial review has the potential to be as great a threat to America’s future as the current Middle 
East situations, and yet when I ask Go-workers and friends if tbey are aware of it, the answer is 
“no.” : .  . . .  

Unlike you, I think the “public interest is presently being ili-served” not by the body of 
rules but by the continuing growth of massive media conglomerates who have the interest of 
their owners, possibly their shareholders, but certainly NOT the pudlic. ‘The very fact that this 
review is not discussed in the various media of radio, television and newspapers is certain 
evidence of the need to continue to regulate and limitownership. It is important to the continued 
strength of the United State that a few large organizations do not gain any additional strength or 
opportunities to control and limit the public’s access to information. 

Unlike you, I feel it is not too late “to suddenly adopt an alternative, even if worthy, 
procedural course” change. In fact I believe it would demonstrate your commitment to ensure 
that America’s citizens and our legislative members have, opportunities to discuss and debate 
these important issces. If you launched an informatiodawareness cepaign,’providlng the 
public with “an opportunity to see each specific proposed d e  change prior to adoption’,”’ you 
would show the American people that your process is fully opened and “above board.” However, 
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You are correct-“Survival demands action” but it is the survival of the American 
people’s rights that are at stake. And you have the opportunity and duty to ensure that the actions 
taken best meet the public’s not the media’s desires and needs. 

Very truly yours, 

Kathleen Cavanaugh 

cc: Senator Allard 
Senator Allen 
Senator Bums 
Senator Collins 
Senator Dorgan 
Senator Hollings 
Senator Lott 
Senator Snowe 
Senator Warner 
Congressman Davis 
Congressman Moran 
FCC Commissioners 
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Commissioner 
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Reference: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Mr. Copps: 

Please I urge you 
media monopolies. These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to 
gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
great nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these 
ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air. The American people deserve to hear more than one point of  view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in this 
country. Yours and my freedom area at stake hear. 

to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from 

Ed Humbard 



HECKER CONSTRUCTION 
8711 OLD HWY 60 

SELLERSBURG, IN 47172 
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The people of America need to hear news and political discussion from ~- 

more than one point of view. 

Please continue the broadcast ownership protections that protect our 
freedoms. 

(I c 

Bigger news conglomerates are not good for the country. 



Commissioner Michael Copps 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, 20554 

Re: Media Diversity 

' 15 S. Oxford, #h I MAY 2 1 2003 Brooklyn,NY 11217 

Commissioner Copps: 

I am writing to remind the members of the Federal Communications Commission that you are responsible for 
ensuring that the media "serve the public interest." I am concerned that if the FCC continues to relax regulations on 
media ownership, the victor will be big business--and the casualties will he the people of the U.S. 

The free flow of information, the benefits of local competition and the power of a diverse marketplace will virtually 
disappear. 

I am concerned that the current media merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, views and 
ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people that affects their lives. We cannot have a 
healthy democracy if we are uninformed on the issues. The media have a responsibility to serve the public interest 
and ensure that all voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review the remaining regulations. These regulations must 
be kept in place, and strengthened, not weakened. The media giants already control far too much of our precious 
information resources. 

Sincerely, 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
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i ” ‘ q p r  D! . .  . , . ~ .  Dear Chairman Powell: 

I read with great unease your response to Congressional inquiries concerning the 
upcoming biennial review of media ownership regulations. I find your reasoning for why you 
are proceeding “without an additional, a unprecedented, notice and comment period” 
unconvincing. I am a concerned citizen who learned about the biennial review and its subject 
matter through the happenstance watching of a television interview between Bill Moyers and 
Commissioner Michael Copps. 

I am appalled that you and the Federal Communications Commission, who by your own 
admission have had plenty of time to complete this process, have not brought this serious issue to 
the attention of the American people. This situation is exacerbated since the companies involved 
are the very organizations that you regulate and have the most to benefit by the changes. This 
biennial review has the potential to be as great a threat to America’s future as the current Middle 
East situations, and yet when I ask co-workers and friends if they are aware of it, the answer is 
“no.” 

Unlike you, I think the “public interest is presently being ill-served” not by the body of 
rules but by the continuing growth of massive media conglomerates who have the interest of 
their owners, possibly their shareholders, but certainly NOT the public. The very fact that this 
review is not discussed in the various media of radio, television and newspapers is certain 
evidence of the need to continue to regulate and w o w n e r s h i p .  It is important to the continued 
strength of the United State that a few large organizations do not gain any additional strength or 
opportunities to control and limit the public’s access to information. 

Unlike you, I feel it is not too late “to suddenly adopt an alternative, even if worthy, 
procedural course” change. In fact I believe it would demonstrate your commitment to ensure 
that America’s citizens and our legislative members have opportunities to discuss and debate 
these important issues. If you launched an informatiodawareness campaign, providing the 
public with “an opportunity to see each specific proposed rule change prior to adoption,” you 
would show the American people that your process is fully opened and “above board.” However, 
as it currently is proceeding, it appears that you, in fact, have something to hide or are biased 
toward those who will benefit. 



You are correct--“Survival deinands action’’ but i t  is the sui-viva1 of the American 
people’s rights that aye at svdkke. And you have the opportunity and duty to ensure that tlie ;ictions 
taken best meet the public’s not the media’s desires and needs. 

Very truly yours, 

Kathleen Cavanaugh 

cc: Senator Allard 
Senator Allen 
Senator Bums 
Senator Collins 
Senator Dorgan 
Senator Hollings 
Senator Lott 
Senator Snowe 
Senator Warner 
Congressman Davis 
Congressman Moran 
FCC Commissioners 



Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Street, sw 
Washington DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

I urge you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens 
from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. Many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership 
rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air. 
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The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped ensure a political debate 
in OUT country. 

Sincerely, 

Roger Boswell 
Newcastle, Ca. 95658 



li. I.wgqm&&bt to re1a the broadcast ownership rules 

These proposed changes would pave the way 
American citizens fi-om media menopolies. 

conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and t 
information in communities across our nation. And mmy of& cqmrat:ons 
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a 
kncwn track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
impartant issues. Therefore, for the sake of a i r  democracy m0 GX 5eedom T 
urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 



1 7  Nyman Rd. 
Marbleheqd, MA 01945 
May 1 2 ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K .  P o w e l l  
F e d e r a l  Communications Comrnissim 
445 12 th  S t .  SW 
Washington, D , C ,  20554 

Dear Chairman P o w e l l ;  

I am ve ry  concerned about  t h e  FCC r u l i n g  to be dec ided  

on June 2nd. Allowing media c o r p o r a t i o n s  t o  own a ne%wspaper 

and/or  TV and r a d i o  s t a t i o n  i n  a g iven  market a r e a  would 

d iminish  t h e  v a r i e t y  of i n f o r n a t i o n  and v iewpoin ts  a v a i l a b l e .  

I t ' s  bad ensugh now t h a t  I have d i f f i c u l t y  i n  g e t t i n g  wider 

p e r s p e c t i v e s  on a g iven  i s s u e  o r  a d d i t i o n a l  i n fo rma t ion  from 

i n v e s t i g a t i v e  r e p o r t e r s  becautje t hey  have been c u t  back d u e  

t o  prof i t  margir. concerns  by c o r p o r a t i o n s .  

C a n ' t  w e  have no re ,  n o t  l ess ,  d i v e r s i t y  i n  t h e  news 

r e ,>or t ing  i n  a g iven  a r e a ?  Conso l ida t ing  ownership would 

n o t  ach ieve  t h i s ,  

Yours t r u l y ,  

Mdry %ossborough U 



206 Cemto Ave 
Redwood City, Ca 94061 
May 14,2003 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I urge you to relax the Broadcast ownership d e s  that protect American citizen from media 
monopolies. 

These proposed changers would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 
control of radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. And many of the 
corporatiom that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a !mown track 
record in aaempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on impoaant issues. Therefore, 
for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections 
that, for decades, have helped to ensnre a healthy political debate in our counm. 

Sincerely, 

I ym. 
Kevin J. Vitelli 



From: 
Mr. & Mrs. J.D.Kloetzly 
529 Santa Fe Ave. 
Albany, Ca 94706 
May 9, 2003 I i i MAY 2 i 2003 i 
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Kathleen Abernathy 
c/o Federal Communication Commission U.qY ,e 2 2003 
445 12th Street S.W. 

20554 
Washington D.C. L3L ..,,, :-,: ..., ... 3 ,.~..,,,.. ,,, 

Reference: The commissions decision to allow media monopolies. 

Dear Ms. Abernathy 

Both my wife and I wish to express our concern regarding your decision to finalize the 
relaxation of rules allowing corporations to monopolize television, radio and news print. 

We, the public, require more public discussion on such an important decision. 

We are asking that you delay the commissions decision on this matter, as well as, conduct 
more public meetings utilizing all the media outlets which will be affected. 





The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 12* Street, Sw 
Washington DC 20554 r; t .,j.;G 

Dear Sir: 
, ! , , . .  , ;  
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Monopoly of media ownership is “a disaster looking for a place to 
happen.” 

I t  would not be in the public interest if only one company refined and 
distributed gasoline. Remember Standard Oil.. .it was broken up  because 
of this. 

Imagine the public’s predicament if only one company manufactured and 
sold cars. 

The media is already accused of bias. We cannot even predict the 
catastrophe that would accompany media monopoly. All Americans 
would face a major crisis if only one or two corporations controlled the 
distribution and content of the “news.” 

Please maintain the current restrictions on the number of newspapers, 
radio stations, and television stations that one corporation can own in 
any one market. 

Sincerely, 

KENNETH FOX 
P.O. Box 700 
Wittmann AZ 85361 



'l'hc Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
I'ederal Communications Commission 
445 12'" Street, Sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

With this letter to you 1 am expressing my deepest concerns for my Second Amendment 
rights as an American citizen. 

I urge you m r  to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citi;sens from 
media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the I K C  to relax these 
ownership rules already have a known track record in attemptins to keep opposing 
viewpoints off the air. 

1 he American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
'I'herefore, for the sake of om democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political 
debate in our country. 

May God bless America! 

Sincerely, 

. I  

Elmer M. Hohle 
3 May 2003 



In chrirto Crvu+o Est 6 lera Thohgia Et Cognitio Dei 
In Christ Cruczfied Is ?'me ' Iheolu~ md KnowIedF of God 

Rev. Dr. Elmer M. Hohle, emeritus 
506 Oak Lane 

Liberty Hill, Texas. 78642 
(512) 515-6071 

'The lionorable Michael K. Powcll 
Chairman 

Gr 
; r  Federal Communications Commission MC,': ,; 

Washington, LIC 20554 DL;,. ~ . 2 i  

445 12* Street, SW 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

With this letter to you 1 am expressing my deepest conccrns for my Second Amendment 
rights as an American citizen. 

1 urge you mf to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from 
media monopolies. 

'I'hese proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. And many of thc corporations that are now lobbying the PCC to relax these 
ownership rulcs already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing 
vicwpoints off t he  air. 

l h e  American peoplc deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
'l'hercfore, for the sake of out democracy and our freedom, 1 urgc you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political 
debate in our country. 

May God bless America! 

Hlmer M. tiohle 
9 May 2003 



Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

I ‘_ - I 

Dear Chairman Powell and fellow commissioners, 

I urge you to reject the proposed rule changes, relaxing restrictions on media ownership, 
which you are scheduled to consider on June 2. 

If anything, restrictions on media ownership should be tightened in order to reverse the 
growing monopolization of media outlets, which threatens both consumer choice and the 
free exchange of information, analysis, and views vital to a democratic society. 

The relaxation of radio station ownership rules by the Telecommunications Act of 1996 
has already led to domination of many local markets by Clear Channel, which has grown 
from 40 to 1,225 stations. Further rule relaxation would open other media to 
monopolization. 

Free markets only function if information flows freely and monopolies are prevented. 
Because of the vital role the media play in a democratic society, preventing media 
consolidation is of particular importance. 

Broadcast frequencies are owned by the public and licensed to their users. It is the duty 
of Congress and the FCC to see that licensing rules and practices preserve a free media 
marketplace. 

Sincerely, 





Chairman Michael K. Powell I f x C  - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ . , ” ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ’ ~ , ~ ~ ’ ~  1 - -’ ---, . . -,._ ~ , ,  . . ! 
,* Federal Communications Commission “F. i. 

445 12Ih Street, sw t. ,I 

Washington, DC 20554 R,$;V <:. %DO3 

I read with great unease your response to Congressional inquiries concerning the 
upcoming biennial review of media ownership regulations. I find your reasoning for why you 
are proceeding “without an additional, a unprecedented, notice and comment period” 
unconvincing. I am a concerned citizen who learned about the biennial review and its subject 
matter through the happenstance watching of a television interview between Bill Moyers and 
Commissioner Michael Copps. 

I am appalled that you and the Federal Communications Commission, who by your own 
admission have had plenty of time to complete this process, have not brought this serious issue to 
the attention of the American people. This situation is exacerbated since the companies involved 
are the very organizations that you regulate and have the most to benefit by the changes. This 
biennial review has the potential to be as great a threat to America’s future as the current Middle 
East situations, and yet when I ask co-workers and friends if they are aware of it, the answer is 
“no.” 

Unlike you, I think the “public interest is presently being ill-served” not by the body of 
rules but by the continuing growth of massive media conglomerates who have the interest of 
their owners, possibly their shareholders, but certainly NOT the public. The very fact that this 
review is not discussed in the various media of radio, television and newspapers is certain 
evidence of the need to continue to regulate and limitownership. It is important to the continued 
strength of the United State that a few large organizations do not gain any additional strength or 
opportunities to control and limit the public’s access to information. 

Unlike you, I feel it is not too late “to suddenly adopt an alternative, even if worthy, 
procedural course” change. In fact I believe it would demonstrate your commitment to ensure 
that America’s citizens and our legislative members have opportunities to discuss and debate 
these important issues. If you launched an informatiodawareness campaign, providing the 
public with “an opportunity to see each specific proposed rule change prior to adoption,” you 
would show the American people that your process is fully opened and “above board.” However, 
as it currently is proceeding, it appears that you, in fact, have something to hide or are biased 
toward those who will benefit. 



You are c o r r e c t ~ " S u r v i \ , ~ l  delilands action" I ~ L I ~  it, is the S L I ~ V ~ V ~  of  he Almericaii 
people's rights that iu-e at stake. And you have the opportunity and duty to ensI11-c that the x t j o n s  
taken bcst meet the public's not the media's desires and necdr. 

Very truly yours, 

Kathleen Cavanaugh 

cc: Senator Allard 
Senator Allen 
Senator Bums 
Senator Collins 
Senator Dorgan 
Senator Hollings 
Senator Lott 
Senator Snowe 
Senator Warner 
Congressman Davis 
Congressman Moran 
FCC Commissioners 


